By the end of the eighteenth century, the northern Netherlands had been clearly relegated to the rank of secondary power. In 1795, the Batavian Republic entered into an alliance with France that was quintessentially asymmetric.2 The stage it desired to play a part on in 1797 was one where it would be a minor, at best secondary power alongside two great powers. While diplomatic history commonly focuses on relations among great powers, great power-minor power relations strike at the core of the international legal order and the notion of sovereign equality in particular. For that is where the difference between equality and hierarchy is made.
This article discusses Batavian attempts to get involved in the Lille negotiations in order to address issues of hierarchy and equality in the law of treaties. To what extent was the Batavian Republic's inferior political and military position reflected in (views on) the law of treaties throughout the negotiating process? Before attending to the historical case study the following section will provide some theoretical and general historical observations to be used as a framework for assessing what went on.
1
The Law of Treaties between Equality and Hierarchy
1.1
Egalitarian and Hierarchical International Order First I will provide a short theoretical framework on equality and hierarchy in international relations to serve as a basis upon which the case study can be analysed.
In the law of nations equality and hierarchy are each other's counterparts. Equality relates to sovereignty or independence since both imply the absence of a superior authority with the power to command and the corresponding obligation to obey.3 In an egalitarian international order all states, whether
